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PER CURI AM

Ebri ma Sanyang, a native and citizen of the Ganbia, petitions
for review of an order of the Board of |Immgration Appeals
(“Board”) summarily affirmng the Imm gration Judge’s (“1J”) order
denying his application for asylumand w t hhol ding of renpval. The
| J concl uded Sanyang failed to present sufficient evidence to show
past persecution or a well-founded fear of persecution on account
of a protected ground that would nmake him eligible for asylum
relief. See 8 U S C § 1158 (2000); 8 U.S.C. 8§ 1101(a)(42)(A
(2000). The Board s decision to grant or deny asylumrelief is
conclusive “unless manifestly contrary to law and an abuse of
di scretion. 8 U.S.C 8 1252(b)(4)(C) & (D (2000). W find the
Board correctly applied the | aw and di d not abuse its discretionin
rendering its decision here. Therefore, we affirmthe reasoni ng of

the Board. Sanyang v. United States Immgration & Naturalization

Serv., BIA No. A75-367-787 (B.1.A May. 30, 2002). W dispense
with oral argunent because the facts and |egal contentions are
adequately presented in the materials before the court and ar gunent

woul d not aid the decisional process.
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